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DETAILED ACTION 



Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 
Paragraph [0017]: "The different" is suggested to be changed to - The difference --. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 
1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments 
Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or 
indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, 
the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the 
amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 
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3. Claims 1-5, 8, 10, 12-15, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Hong et al. (US 20040010069). 

Hong et al. disclose a rubber composition comprising a rubber, a carbon black 
filler or a mixture of two or more carbon black, and plasticizing oils, wherein this 
composition can be used for windshield wiper blade (claims 1,4, 15, and 33). 

The limitations of claims 2 and 1 2 can be found in Hong et al. at claim 4, where it 
discloses the mixture of furnace black and thermal black. 

The limitations of claims 3 and 1 3 can be found in Hong et al. at claim 1 3, where 
it discloses the 30 to 90 parts by weight of filler. 

The limitations of claims 4 and 14 can be found in Hong et al. at claim 15, where 
it discloses the plasticizing oils. 

The limitations of claims 5 and 15 can be found in Hong et al. at claim 3, where it 
discloses the SBR. 

The limitations of claims 8 and 1 8 can be found in Hong et al. at Table II, where it 
discloses the formulation without calcium oxide. 

The limitations of claim 1 0 can be found in Hong et al. at claim 33, where it 
discloses the windshield wiper blade. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 6-7 and 1 6-1 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as obvious over Hong 
etal. (US 20040010069) in view of Faulkner (US 20020099142). 

The disclosure of Hong et al. is adequately set forth in paragraph 3 and is 
incorporated herein by reference. 

However, Hong et al. are silent on the specific rubber fractions which differ in 
viscosity. 

Faulkner discloses an elastomer composition comprising two phases which have 
different viscosities (claim 1 , Table 3) to achieve a better control of the reaction process 
([0033]). In light of such benefit, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to make the composition with the specific 
rubber fractions which differ in viscosity with the expected success. 

The limitations of claims 7 and 17 can be found in Faulkner at Table 3, where it 
discloses the Mooney viscosity of 19 to 56. 

6. Claims 9 and 1 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as obvious over Hong et al. 
(US 20040010069) in view of Jsuda (JP 09071699). 

The disclosure of Hong et al. is adequately set forth in paragraph 3 and is 
incorporated herein by reference. 

However, Hong et al. are silent on the material free of zinc oxide. 
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Tsuda discloses a rubber composition comprising EPDM and carbon black and is 
free from metal oxide to provide stable volume resistivity for applications in office 
automation instruments (abstract, claim 10). In light of such benefit, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to make the 
composition without the zinc oxide with the expected success. 

7. Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Hong et al. (US 
20040010069) in view of Geilenkirchen et al. (US Patent 6,195,833). 

The disclosure of rubber composition by Hong et al. is adequately set forth in 
paragraph 3 and is incorporated herein by reference. 

However, Hong et al. are silent on the different rubber materials to be used in 
different parts of the wiper blade. 

Geilenkirchen et al. disclose a wiper blade comprising head part is made of CR 
and wiper lip is made of BR to provide smooth head part for easy insertion and better 
wear resistance from the wiper lip (claim 9, col. 2, lines 64-67, col. 3, lines 4-7). In light 
of such benefit, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to make the composition with the different rubber materials for 
different parts of the wiper blade with the expected success. 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to HUI CHIN whose telephone number is (571)270-7350. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday; 8:00am - 5:00pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wu can be reached on 571-272-1 114. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Ling-Siu Choi/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1796 



/HC/ 



